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Clinical Observation of Tegafur, Gimeracil and Oteracil Potassium Combined with Oxaliplatin Assisting
with Radiofrequency Ablation in the Treatment of Liver Metastases after Radical Operation of Rectal Can-
cer

FU Kaihuo', ZHANG Jianquan®, JIANG Ming' (1.Dept. of Surgery, West Central Hospital of Hainan Province,
Hainan Danzhou 571700, China; 2.Dept. of Hepatobiliary Surgery, Haikou Peopl€™s\Hospital; Haikou 570100
China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To observe therapeutic efficacy and safety of tegafur, gimeracil and oteracil potassium combined with
oxaliplatin assisting with radiofrequency ablation (RFA) in the treatment of liver metastases after radical operation of rectal cancer.
METHODS: A total of 130 patients withsliver-metastases after radical operation of rectal cancer were randomly divided into control
group and observation group, with 65 cases in each-group. After RFA one week, control group was given Oxaliplatin injection 130
mg/m’ intravenously,d;, more than 3 h. Observation group was additionally given Tegafur capsule, for consecutive 14 d, drug with-
drawal of 7 d, as“a treatment course. A treatment course lasted for 3 weeks, and both groups received 2 courses of treatment.
Short-term! efficacies of 2 groups were observed as well as complete ablation rate, local recurrence rate, survival rate and the occur-
rence\of toxic reaction. RESULTS: The total remission rate, disease control rate, complete ablation rate, 1-year, 2-year and 3-year
survival rates of observation group were significantly higher than those of control group, and local recurrence rate was significantly
lower than control group, with statistical significance (P<<0.05). There was no statistical significance in the incidence of toxic reac-
tion between 2 groups (P>0.05). CONCLUSIONS: Tegafur, gimeracil and oteracil potas siucn combined with oxaliplatin assisting
with RFA shows significant therapeutic efficacy for liver metastase after radical operation of rectal cancer, and can significantly de-
lay disease progression, reduce local recurrence rate and prolong survival time, and does not increase the occurrence of toxic reac-
tion.
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Clinical Observation of Low-molecular-weight-heparin-sodium Combined with Dydrogesterone in the Treat-
ment of Threatened Abortion

LI Hui, WU Xiaomei, ZHOU Yuhua (Dept. of Obstetrics, the Affiliated Hospital of Hainan Medical! College,
Haikou 570100, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To observe therapeutic efficacy and safety of low-molecular-weight-heparin-sodium combined with dy-
drogesterone in the treatment of threatened abortion. METHODS: Medical information of' 72-patients with threatened abortion were
analyzed retrospectively and divided into control group (36 cases) ‘andyobservation ‘group (36 cases). Control group was given Dy-
drogesterone tablet with initial dose of 40 mg, one day later every 12 hi 10" mg/time. Observation group was additionally given ab-
dominal subcutaneous injection of Low-molecularsweight=heparin=sodium injection 5 000 U, once a day, on the basis of control

group. Both groups were treated foria.week. Clinical.efficacies of 2 groups were observed, and lumbar acid, vaginal bleeding, ab-

mide for the first-line treatment of metastatic colorectal sion-free survival after thermal ablation using magnetic so-
cancer[J]. Cancer Biol Med,2012,9(2):111-114. nance-guided laser-induced interstitial thermotherapy in

[7]1 Yangl, ZhouY, Min K, et al. S-1-based vs non-S-1-bas- 594 patients: analysis of prognostic factors [J]. Invest Ra-
ed chemotherapy in advanced gastric cancer: a meta-anal- diol ,2014,49(1) : 48-56.
ysis[J]. World J Gastroenterol, 2014, 20 (33) . 11886— [12] #) 8, XISr I RRIERE , 5 2 PG s bk by T i 280G
11893. 28 B 2 B GO B IV ¥ 7 %o Dk R - SE 5 Th22 4R g %

[ 8] NeumannJ, Reu S, Kirchner T. Prognostic marker profi- A RERI R[] w5 B & TR,
les for risk of distant metastases in colorectal cancer[J]. 2015,5(2):81-85.

Pathologe,2012,33(1):39-44. [13] 5KLE,BRER WA, 5 850 B 2T sh kAl 7 e %€

(9] EBILASEMELESIRT RIS SSE). + B 5% 8 5k RTINS B ROW B (). 06 R AT A2 m 7
42 & ,2012,30(4) : 260-264. 2014,30(1):55-57.

[10] X3, T4, B0, 5 SHITERNG I LT AR K [14] Goos JA, Coupe VM, Diosdado B, et al. Aurora kinase A
Jei SRR PR R TR0 P B AR S 4 &, 2012, 32 (AUR-KA) expression in colorectal cancer liver metasta-
(8):3553-3554. sis is associated with poor prognosis[J]. Br J Cancer,

[11] Vog TJ, Dommermuth A, Heinle B, et al. Colorectal can- 2013,109(9) :2445-2452.
cer liver metastases: long-term survival and progres- (W H 491 :2016-11-07 {101 H 18]:2017-04-19)

. i (kR )
* FIREEIN, BFFYJ7 1) A7 R, E-mail: 15515695440@qq.com

HEIZEG 2017 455 28 555 18 0] China Pharmacy 2017 Vol. 28 No. 18 - 2499 -





